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our letter of the 4th of May 1757 and the instructions given at that time to
Mr. Mace for confining your works to a contracted plan. But are these forti-
fications and works to be erected and carried on, a large garrison maintained and
the town enclosed at our sole expense? Do not the property and estates of the
community receive the same security and protection as ours? Is there the
example of any government that ever existed where the people did not contri-
bute a proportional share? Yet this has never been so much as considered
by you but, on the contrary, we are charged with the full value of every house
that is pulled down to make room for these fortifications (notwithstanding you
could not but well remember the positive directions we gave to this purpose in
our letter of the 29th November 1754). In the government of Mr. Boen the
Town Hall of Bombay was built and the merchants cheerfully agreed to an
additional tax of one per cent on their trade until the Company was reimbursed
the expense, and by this contribution their church and customs houses were
erected in Governor Law's time. It was very wisely judged for the preservation
of that island to strengthen it with a ditch and remove all houses and cocoanut
trees to a proper distance from the fortifications. Individuals, it is true, were
paid their value by the Company, which was right and equitable, but then the
community submitted without a murmer to be taxed until the whole of this
expense was repaid us. However, to the praise of our servants at Bombay in
this instance they have set a recent example, for by our last letters we have
the pleasure to find that in consideration of the great and expensive works now
carrying on for putting that island into a state of security they had assembled
the inhabitants who willingly consented not only to a fresh duty on their trade
(the customs already 4^4 per cent) [but] also upon all their lands. Similar
measures, judicial and equitable, merit your most serious atten[tion], else the
load may be too great for us, and neither in reason [or in] justice ought we
to bear it.
57.    Mr. Brohier [in] his letter to our Secret Committee expresses himself
to be under great difficulties for want of assistant engineers, and Mr. James
Macdonald whom he brought with him as such to have declined that service.
If we are not mistaken the same person is preferred by you to be the master
of our powder mills with a handsome stipend annexed to his post.   It, there-
fore, appears to us a very strange step, the rewarding a man for refusing his
duty and distressing our service.   These things ought always to be explained to
us because whoever refuses to act in his own department forfeits our service,
for if once our servants assume to accept or reject as shall best suit their
interest and inclination there is an end to order or obedience.   We there-
fore positively forbid such removes in future*   Engineers shall be kept in their
own line, nor shall the officers in the train of artillery be changed unless it is
for persons of superior experience and abilities in that branch.   If their lucra-
tive prospects are confined by such restrictions (which we must suppose), set
forth the reasonable allowances that will put them near upon a level in point
of advantages with our military, for we had rather bear an encreased expense
than have these important branches filled with disqualified persons and which
must often happen by the methods you now suffer to be pursued.
58.    Mr. Brohier having been very pressing to be supplied with master
bricklayers, we have accordingly used our best endeavours to engage some
which will be more particularly mentioned under the 6th head.